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I. 


STATEMENTS BY EPA OFFTCTAT.S 


1. Testimony of Carol M. Browner, Administrator, United States 
Environmental Protection Agency, Before the Subcommittee on 
Oversight and Investigations, Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
United States Bouse of Representatives, March 10, 1993. 

[8/20/93] 1 

♦ "I am appalled by what I have learned about the Agency's 
mismanagement of contracts. I have read audit reports 
and received briefings from my own staff that clearly 
demonstrate serious violations of proper management 
practices and intolerable waste of taxpayer's money." 

• "I am aware that mismanagement in the past at EPA has 
not been limited to contracts. A number of recent audit 
reports and surveys indicate similar mismanagement in 
the Agency’s assistance management programs, in the area 
of grants, cooperative agreements, and interagency 
agreements. Additionally, internal assessments have 
noted areas of weakness in our financial system. These 
are not simply isolated instances. Mismanagement of 
extramural resources is widespread and deeply embedded 
in the Agency." 


1. The date which appears in the brackets is the date on which 
an item was added to this list. The earliest date to appear 
in the brackets, August 20, 1993, is the date on which this 
list was created. 
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II. fi 




1. F. Henry Habicht II, Deputy Administrator, United States 
Environmental Protection Agency. Guidance on Risk 

Characterization for _ Risk _ Manage rs_and_ Risk _ Ass e ssor s, 

February 26, 1992. [8/20/93] 

. "The guidance addresses a problem that affects public 
perception regarding the reliability of EPA's scientific 
assessments and related regulatory decisions." 

• "Specifically, although a great deal of careful analysis 
and scientific judgment goes into the development of EPA 
risk assessments, significant information is often omitted 
as the results of the assessment are passed along in the 
decision-making process. Often, when risk information 
is presented to the ultimate decision-maker and to the 
public, the results have been boiled down to a point 
estimate of risk. Such 'short hand' approaches to risk 
assessment do not fully convey the range of information 
considered and used in developing the assessment." 


2. Safeguarding the Future; Credible Science. Credible Decisions: 
The Report of the Expert Panel on the Role of Science at EPA . 
To William K. Reilly, Administrator, United States 
Environmental Protection Agency, March 1992 [8/20/93] 


10771392 


"EPA does not have a coherent science agenda and 
operational plan to guide scientific efforts throughout 
the Agency and support its focus on relatively high-risk 
environmental problems." 

"EPA has not clearly conveyed to those outside or even 
inside the Agency its desire and commitment to make high- 
quality science a priority." 

"The science advice function—that is, the process of 
ensuring that policy decisions are informed by a clear 
understanding of the relevant science—is not well defined 
or coherently organized within EPA." 

"In many cases, appropriate science advice and information 
is not considered early or often enough in the 
decisionmaking process." 

"EPA requires that its scientific research products 
undergo peer review. However, the Agency does not have 
a uniform process to ensure a minimum level of quality 
assurance and peer review for all the science developed 
in support of Agency decisionmaking." 
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• M EPA science could benefit substantially from increased 
scientific contact and openness with other organizations." 

• "EPA has not consistently enlisted the nation’s best 
scientists to provide the research and technical 
information needed for decisionmaking." 

• "EPA lacks a coherent agenda for science throughout the 
Agency." 

• "Science should never be adjusted to fit policy. Yet a 
perception exists that EPA lacks adequate safeguards to 
prevent this from occurring." 

• "E.P.A. Research Lags, Report Finds," The New York Times . 
March 20, 1992. 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, EPA Journal: Setting 

Environmental Priorities: The Debate About Risk . Office of 

Communications and Public Affairs, Volume 17, Humber 2, 

March/April 1991. 21K-1007 [8/20/93] 

• This issue of the EPA Journal extend the debate set forth 

by William K. Reilly on the following questions: 1) 

Should Congress and EPA rely more on science in setting 
the nation's environmental priorities?; 2) Specifically, 
should they use comparative risk analysis, assessing and 
comparing the risks between different problems, as the 
yardstick?; 3) And, do we now enough?; and 4) Is the 
science adequate? 

• Article by A1 Aim regarding the historical context of 
the debate is included. 

• Article by EPA Deputy Administrator, F. Henry Habicht, 
which explains what the Agency is doing now to strengthen 
its ability to make sounder, science-based environmental 
decisions. 

• Other articles detail the SAB's recommendations regarding 
a risk-based environmental action philosophy. 
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III. PUB US HEP ARTICLES 


1. Series of articles from The New York Tines . Series by Keith 
Schneider, David Stipp and Joel Brinkley. March 20-23, 1993. 
[8/20/93] 

• M New View Calls Environmental Policy Misguided** New York 
Times . March 21, 1993. 

• "How Sand on a Beach Came to Be Defined as Human 

Carcinogen: Lab Tests Using Silica on Rats Spark 

Warnings, Debate over Common Chemical: Critics: Findings 
are Faulty” New York Times . March 22, 1993. 

• ”Many Say Lab-Animal Tests Fail to Measure Human Risk” 
New York Times . March 23, 1993. 

2. "Cabinet: EPA may become a Cabinet department, but that won't 

solve the agency's persistent troubles: poor organization, 

micro-management and a budget that won't do the job," 
Government Executive . July 1993. [8/20/93] 

• Quotes Lee Thomas, former EPA administrator, as stating 
that when he was the EPA administrator, he was always 
"impressed by the complete lack of good, hard information 
on which EPA based regulatory decisions." 

• "EPA's scientific deficiencies also undermine its 
credibility, prompting many accused polluters to sue." 

3. Abelson, P.H., "Incorporation of New Science into Risk 

Assessment," Science 250(4987): 1497, 1990 [8/20/93] 

• "Based on its current modes of risk assessment, EPA is 
embarked on programs that will cost hundreds of billions 
of dollars but will have little impact on human health.” 

• "Considerable evidence is already available that the 
standard EPA approach is outdated and more will be 
forthcoming as detailed studies of metabolic and 
physiological processes are made.” 

• "The EPA still sets guidelines on carcinogen risks based 
on the limited information available during the 1970s 
. . . the agency needs to update its regulations as new 
facts are discovered.” 

4. Anon., The Detroit News . 1/14/93 [8/20/93] 
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• "It is to say that the EPA has once again undermined 
what shred of confidence may remain about its reliability. 
You may have little sympathy with the tobacco companies, 
but who will be next on the EPA hit list?" 

• Need copy. 

5. Brimelow, P., and Spencer, L., "You Can‘t Get There From Here," 
Forbes . July 6, 1992, p. 59 

• "U.S. environmental policy is out of control, costing 
jobs, depressing living standards and being run by 
politicians, scheming business people and social 
extremists." 

6. Copeland, c. , "Managing Environmental Risks. Legislative 

Perspectives on Environmental Risk: Legislative Approaches 

to Risk Decision Making," Air Pollut Control Assoc Spec Conf 
PrOC 0(0): 13-21, 1988 [8/20/93] 

• "One common criticism of the EPA’s risk assessment 
guidelines is that its procedures typically overestimate 
risks, engender unjustified public concern, and lead to 
excessive control (risk management) decisions." 

• "Those who hold this view claim that the models and 
science policy judgments used by EPA risk assessors are 
overly conservative and excessively biased towards health 
protection." 

7. Graham, et al., "Carcinogen Risk Assessment: Hew Directions 

in the Qualitative and Quantitative Aspects. Section 4 . 
Approaches Toward Integration: Expert Scientific Judgment in 
Quantitative Risk Assessment,” Banburv Report 0(31): 231- 

244, 1988 [8/20/93] 

• "The fundamental weakness of the EPA procedure is that 
it is unscientific." 

• "Another key weakness of the standard EPA procedure is 
that it censors much of the available experimental, 
biological, and ’soft' information." 

• The authors suggest that the EPA procedure is "arbitrary." 

• "The drive to be conservative, which is a strength of 
the procedure, causes alternative bioassays, nonlinear 
dose-response hypotheses, and pharmacokinetic data and 
judgments to be set aside. Any procedure that excludes 
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so much information is bound to have acceptance problems, 
let alone concerns about technical accuracy." 

Hoffman, M., Colorado Leader . Denver County, 3/27/93 [8/20/93] 

• "The EPA * s disregard for scientific standards threatens 
to open up homes and offices to costly and intrusive 
regulations, and creates a precedent that might be used 
to indict other aspects of our living environment." 

• Information from TI (we don't have a copy of the article 
available at this time). 

Murchison, W., Dallas Morning News . 12/20/92 [8/20/93] 

• "Mr. Reilly's regulatory passion shows constantly. What 
we have at the EPA might be called political science— 
science you shape and bend to fit a social agenda." 

• Information from TI (we don't have a copy of the article 
available at this time). 


tsj 

ui 

o 


SO 


isj 

-j 

OS 


1392 


- 6 - 


Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/flwkOOOO 



IV. 
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3LISHED PUBLIC 


CS 


1. Federal Focus, Inc. Jin Tozzi, Chaiman. Activities bv Local 
Governments to Support Sound Science in Federal Regulatory 
Activities . July 13, 1993. [8/20/93] 

. "The purpose of this work is to have local governments 
support sound science at EPA. H 
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V. 


CRITIQUES NOT IN PUBLIC DOMAIN 


!• The_Risk Assessnent Guidelin es and Review Procedures of the 

Baited States Environmental Protection Aoencv . "The ETS white 

Paper," February 27, 1991 [8/20/93] 

• Discusses the EPA's Guidelines and critically analyzes 
the review procedures utilized by the EPA. 

• Contains an article titled "The Wasteful Pursuit of Zero 
Risk," Forbes . April 30, 1990. 

• Contains an article titled "Counting on Science at EPA," 

Science 249: 616-618, August 1990. 

• Contains an article titled "Where There's Smoke, There's 
Politics," The Washington Times , page D2, Monday, July 
2, 1990. 

• Contains an analysis titled "How Useful is the EPA Guide? 
The Agency's Updated Draft of its Radon Manual May Be 
Inaccurate, Misleading and Expensive to Homeowners," 
Indoor Pollution Law Report . November 1990. 
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